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What disturos some senators the 
most apout the Soviet Union's latest 
military provocation in Cuba was the 
lime it took for our intelligence agen- 


cies to discover and confirm the pres- - 


ence of Russian combat troops fewer 
than 100 mtiles from the U.S. mainland. 
For the speed with which we can 
cater the Saviets in violations is a vital 
pai which must be resolved be- 
2 the Senate is likely to ratify the 


Peta arms limitation treaty (SALT é : 
: tion. Only one of the new silos was 


". being built at each missile site. New 


id. 
From seeret documents and intelli- 
gence sources, our associate Dale Van 


Atta has pieced together a case history 
of one suspected Soviet treaty viola- ~. 


tion. 

The chips in this particular game 
were new silos at missile centers in the 
Soviet Union. The stakes were high. 
Were the Russians cheating on the 

‘number of missiles they had agreed on 
in the SALT I treaty? 

ean until 1970, the Soviets had put 

heir missilasite-control centers in 
adecerauad bunkers near the missile 
silos: In that year, they began replac- 


ing these relatively primitive bunkers . 


wick underground silos- that looked 
identical to those that housed the mis- 
Siies. 


When the first SALT agreement was _ 


signed in 1972, U.S. officials expressed 
concern that the new silos might be in- 
tended for actual missiles — an illegal 
Stretching of the agreed-on limit. The 
Soviets assured U.S. representatives 
the silos were to. be used only as 
- launch-control centers. 
The intelligence agencies were or- 


dered to check it. out. It should be - 
noted, perhaps to the disappointment" 


JS. 


‘the SB 


“Agen 
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Yioniters 


of incurable romantics, that our espio- 
nage was carried out mainly by elee- 
tronic, surveillance. not the under- 
cover spies of popular fiction. 

The intelligence analysts eventually 
decided the Russians had told the 
truth, and listed five reasons for this 


_ conclusion: Capsules put in the new 


silos. were the same kind that housed 
control equipment elsewhere. Protrud- 
ing antennas, cable patterns and out- 
buildings fit the launch-control func- 


silos were-the only visible launch-con- 
trol centers at two sites. where-no 
underground bunkers existed, and all 
the new silos had been built next to 
the command centers they were re- 
placing. 


The Americans continued to bring 


the new silos up in discussions with 
the Soviets as late as 1976, while the in- 
telligence agencies worked on a sup- 
plementary assignment: What would it 
take to convert the controj-center silos 
into missile holders? 

The answer to this one was that such 
modifications. would be extensive, 


time-consuming and costly — and 


more importantly, hard to hide. 
So .the-intelligence analysts were 


“able to tell President Carter in 1977 - 


that ‘the extent of these modifications 
would make it very hard to adapt the 
Silos in significant numbers without 
detection.” On the strength of that as- 
surance, the United States dropped 
the subject. 
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f0 throw a $7.5 million contract *! suppliers... 202 cee, 


‘| orl. 


to a Swiss firm under questionable Cis | 
: mstances. It was’ part of a deal to | 
two politically powerfu \ pals, j 

’ sohteis and General & seat ay get-2 
juicy aircraft contract from the/Swiss, - | 
Th® loser in this shady inte natiomal : 
backsgratching deal was a sinall, erzis 
erican firm, and possibly the 


. American taxpayer as well /dere’ $3 how | 


the fast shuffle was work , according | 
uments: | 

In a.carrot-and-stick Approach, the 1 
Defense Department. got the Swiss zove | 


ernment t buy $233 “thillion worth: of | 


_NorthrupG& FS jet fighters. Then the | 


brass hats sdught to/get a Swiss firm, 
Brown Boverk the céntract for 12 uot \ 
of America transmitters. 

The stick was applied to the ICA, tirst 
¥ to waive U.S. regula | 
tions designed, to give business .to ; 
American firms, ‘and then, even more | 
outrageously,/shaving the speciiica- 
tions so the /chosen Swiss firm count 


With this: nal Brown Boveri came in, 


US. bidder, Contikental ead 
Manut turing Co. 6 Dallas. A 
000 “saving” 23 
sed that the! 
waivér also allowed other European : 


firms to bid. ICA denied pressure had! 


anything to do with the\ waiver, and 
ed | the amendment ok the specifi-'| 
ions was “routine.” 
But Continental disout 
Ned savings, pointing out that the | 
easury has. lost far more in fes that | 
would have been paid by the company, | 
and its workers, subcontractors and | 


whee | 


Approved For Release 2005/01/12 : CIA-RDP88-01315R000400350084-1 


